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Sign of Physician 
 

 Patient data  

 Name    Mrs. VANI  Patient ID  0012108160308 
 Birthday    12/05/9   Sample ID  22501624 
 Age at sample date    26.3  Sample Date 16/08/21 
 Gestational age    11 + 3     

 Correction factors          

 Fetuses 1  IVF    no Previous trisomy 21 unknown 
 Weight 52.6  diabetes    no pregnancies  

 Smoker no  Origin    Asian   
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